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REQUEST FOR REFUND 

Mail Stop 16 
Director of the USPTO 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

On April 19, 2007 Applicant filed a second pre-appeal brief request for review. 
Since an appeal fee was previously paid by Applicant with the first pre-appeal brief 
request for review filed on November 3, 2006, Applicant believed no fee to be due in 
connection with the second pre-appeal brief request of April 19. However, Brinks Hofer 
Gilson & Lione Deposit Account 23-1925 was charged a second $500 for the April 19 
pre-appeal request. 

Accordingly, Applicant hereby requests a refund for the April 19 second appeal 
fee charge of $500. Enclosed is a copy of the Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review of 
April 19 and Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review of November 3, 2006 and detail 
evidencing the duplicate charges. 



As noted in MPEP §1204.01, "Any previously paid appeal fees set for the in 37 
CFR 41 .20 for filing a notice of apeal, filing an appeal brief, and requesting an oral 
hearing (if applicable) will be applied to the new appeal on the same application as long 
as a final Board decision has not been made on the prior appeal." Because prosecution 
was re-opened in response to the first pre-appeal brief request for review, the Board did 
not act on Applicant's appeal and no final Board decision was made. Therefore, as 
stated in MPEP § 1204.01 , the appeal fee paid on November 3, 2006 for the first pre- 
appeal brief request for review should have been applied to the second pre-appeal brief 
request for review filed April 1 9, 2007. Because the Patent Office double charged 
Applicant for the appeal fee. Applicant believes a refund of $500 is warranted. 

Respectfully submitted. 



/Richard E. Stanlev. Jr./ 
Richard E. Stanley, Jr. 
Registration No. 45,662 
Attorney for Applicant 

BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE 
P.O. BOX 10395 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 
(312) 321-4200 
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